October 30, 2017

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now proceed to the en bloc consid-
eration of the following Senate resolu-
tions which were submitted earlier
today: S. Res. 312, S. Res. 313, and S.
Res. 314.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolutions
en bloc.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lutions be agreed to, the preambles be
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table, all en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolutions were agreed to.

The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘“Submitted Resolutions.”’)

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, OCTOBER
31, 2017

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 10 a.m., Tuesday, October
31; further, that following the prayer
and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; further, that following
leader remarks, the Senate proceed to
executive session and resume consider-
ation of the Barrett nomination
postcloture; further, that the Senate
recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to
allow for the weekly conference meet-
ings; finally, that all time during
morning business, recess, adjournment,
and leader remarks count postcloture
on the Barrett nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order, following the remarks
of Senator REED.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Rhode Island.

———

NORTH KOREA

Mr. REED. Mr. President, a few
weeks ago, I traveled to South Korea
to better understand the threat posed
by North Korea. I would like to share
my impressions from the trip and how
I believe we should be positioning our-
selves to better deal with this current
crisis.

I want to recommend to my col-
leagues and the administration that
the time for debate on this issue is
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now, before the crisis comes to a head.
We need to have a clear strategy and
increased cooperation with South
Korea, Japan, China, and Russia to
contain and to deter the nuclear threat
posed by North Korea. I have signifi-
cant concerns that we are not doing ev-
erything we can right now to improve
our bargaining position with North
Korea. I am convinced we must try to
find a diplomatic solution to this prob-
lem because the alternatives are ex-
traordinarily costly. While we should
always remain prepared to go to war
and never take that option off the
table, I believe as long as there is a
possible diplomatic solution to this cri-
sis, we must make every effort to make
it a reality.

I would like to spend some time talk-
ing about the threat posed by North
Korea and then review the history of
our diplomatic negotiations since the
early nineties.

North Korea voluntarily joined the
nuclear nonproliferation treaty, NPT,
in 1985. It was clear only a few years
later that it was in violation of the
NPT.

Our first crisis occurred when Kim I1
Sung, the grandfather of the current
leader, refused inspections required
under the treaty in 1993. Since then,
North Korea has engaged in the illegal
production of fissile material and nu-
clear devices, and has conducted six
nuclear weapons tests. The latest test
occurred just last month on September
3.

The threat we face from North Korea
is not just a nuclear weapon aimed at
New York City or Washington, DC.
This regime has proven over and over
again that it will not hesitate to pro-
liferate weapons of mass destruction
for financial gain. The proliferation
threat is a global one. We can all imag-
ine the consequences of a nuclear weap-
on in the hands of al-Qaida or ISIS that
can be deployed anywhere in the world.

North Korea poses not only a nuclear
threat to the globe but also a conven-
tional one. In 2010, the regime
torpedoed and sank a South Korean
warship, and 46 South Korean sailors
lost their lives. Later that year, the re-
gime killed four South Korean citizens
when it shelled Yeonpyeong Island.
Once this regime achieves its goal of
developing a nuclear weapon that can
hit the continental United States, we
may see increased Kkinetic attacks
against South Korea and Japan and
possibly other countries in the region.

North Korea has repeatedly engaged
in cyber attacks over the last decade
and uses them as an asymmetric weap-
on against companies and governments
alike. It has been attributed with
sweeping attacks against the financial
industry’s Society for Worldwide Inter-
bank Financial Telecommunication or
SWIFT protocol to enrich itself to the
tune of millions of dollars. This SWIFT
protocol is the backbone of the world
financial system.

It orchestrated the DarkSeoul cyber
attacks in 2013, attacking South Ko-
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rean news stations and financial insti-
tutions, and it was responsible for the
destructive and coercive attacks
against Sony Pictures, a successful
American entertainment company, be-
cause it didn’t like a movie’s depiction
of the current leader.

Let us not forget that North Korea
engages in horrific human rights viola-
tions against its own people. It main-
tains a system of brutal prison camps
that incarcerate thousands of men,
women, and children who live in atro-
cious living conditions under the con-
stant fear of rape, torture, and arbi-
trary execution. It keeps its civilian
population isolated from the rest of the
world without access to current news
and information that would undermine
its propaganda to brainwash its popu-
lation into believing in and revering
their leader and demonizing the West-
ern ideals of freedom and democracy.

I think it is important for us to re-
member the long and torturous diplo-
matic path we have walked with North
Korea for the last 25 years and recog-
nize the wasted opportunities by past
administrations that could have pre-
vented or reduced the threat we face
today.

After we realized that North Korea
had failed to meet its obligations under
the NPT in the mid-nineties, we almost
reached a crisis point in the late spring
of 1994, as the Clinton administration
considered striking the Yongbyon nu-
clear facility. The crisis was resolved
when former President Carter traveled
to Pyongyang that summer and bro-
kered the outlines of a deal. North
Korea would freeze its plutonium pro-
duction program in exchange for a
light-water nuclear reactor. A final
deal was brokered later that year
called the Agreed Framework, under
which North Korea agreed to freeze its
plutonium production programs and to
eventually dismantle them in exchange
for two nuclear reactors and the pros-
pect of normalization of economic and
diplomatic relations.

How did we get from that agreement
to today? For starters, in 1998, North
Korea tested its first long-range bal-
listic missile, and that began to un-
ravel the deal. The Clinton administra-
tion attempted to salvage the Agreed
Framework by negotiating additional
terms to stop its missile program but
was unable to conclude arrangements
before President Clinton left office.
After President Bush took office in
2001, the new administration wanted to
distance itself from Clinton’s policies
and stopped negotiating the Agreed
Framework in earnest. North Korea,
reacting to the Bush administration’s
new hostile tone, also stepped away
from the talks.

For example, in January 2002, Presi-
dent Bush delivered his ‘‘axis of evil”
State of the Union speech that identi-
fied North Korea as a regime ‘‘arming
[itself] with missiles and weapons of
mass destruction, while starving its
citizens.” In April of that year, Presi-
dent Bush issued a memorandum stat-
ing he would not certify North Korea’s
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